New Address :Ht 7, Frederick, I'd. 21701: :: :30l/4?3-81S6 

11/30/67 


^ear Mr. Bunker, 


*y S&SS z i&55 

baveama ° ae to den L iwth. on a hi 3 hor levari the decision w« ohr V ,J.' tire- 

iile ; ^ I f ^ aren u 8 9Te Ukel7 unrel2ted )- Co. there ^«nd still ^re 

^opl 0 on triw rost fnmi lip, r ere.: :=*h oi th my w^rk* 

You cone close to specifying what I en confident I detect in the so-cMled 
scholarly approach: a formula to get the government off the hook shils scorning to 

conclusion^* * f ? ° U b ? U U *°™’ ?ho!Cpcon ls iE hlsl ° egreement with nil the official 
conclusions -even conspiracy, “a says there were three sssaseinsr-inder-nitent or*-' it 

voula scorn, One, Oswald, wan in that window and did fire the shot Shot was fetaVbv 

%h °f l axe es P ? r your f830inatia e observation) . Wat these other teoha 

ja.t h KK -enad to get the asms idea and decide to implement it at the same tl"* and 
place is mere coincidence, for thompson tells ua they wore not conspirators} There 
were accornplioe^* bu*c there w»s no conspiracy* * w 

,, • . . ln * ie f lbllc a .?r*aronces {I heard one long one on .rack Finney’s show) he 

f™ th ? " cr tlc3 "» ^ criticizes i„ their friend, n^uril^). 
His protendedly careful work is pahhapa the most iaeccurate end Me judgment, es ^ 
ro.n, out, is dubious end of ouestionable integrity. His books U of such « character 
that, when ..esley uieo-lsr got out from vr.de.rnoath his privets, oroferaortM rac> ''on- 
enough to face me briefly, he said my writing era, tc him, "to in fur < on it- an uMnt“n- 
ded eoapliaonv) but he liked Thompson ’s’. Mebelsr i c no fool. H© recognized t v a t >comr - 
acm has come up with a major ploy, to selvage them all. Now the gov* nmeM, sine* -vsryora 
b-lievee it -nynay, car, concede meaningless error (the extra two assassins who were not 
necessary in hompson s scheme anyway), thajjtfthe scholar for correcting it, end toll ue 
o I to /forget it and r$t back to paying extra taxes* 

IV tv P the hw *** ? nfl c8n ? thr,nk£! for siting that excellent letter end 

f t..e jnd taings you said,, if you get on answer, -’d appreciate o copy. I've not ted 
any yet. By the way, Gios, re publish- r, in rejecting Wi aSH in 1963, then a aaured me 
thi3 was a a a b,. act he’d never haadle-ttat •.-a the only reason for turning my hoik down. 

Since: -^ly. 


Ha ro Id \m i s» berg 


